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argued that the skill and ability which the natives of these
areas display in many directions, and in particular the
ingenuity with which the Pathans make rifles by the aid of
very primitive appliances, indicate the probability that they
invented them. That such arguments are not put forward
is due, not to any a priori theories, but to the known historical
facts, which are that these firearms, or their prototypes, were
not invented locally, but introduced from Europe. We can
thus see that quite plausible theories, when checked against
the facts of history, may be found to be untenable,

Let us bear this in mind when considering the bow. The
bow and arrow might theoretically have been invented
independently in many parts of the world, just as the musket
might have been invented independently in West Africa and
in Afghanistan, Our knowledge, however, enables us to
say that the musket was not thus invented independently,
but was diffused from one centre. To bear this fact in
mind is surely the only scientific method of approach to
the study of the bow. We cannot know for certain the
history of the bow, and any reconstruction must in part be
guesswork. A guess which is based on analogy is, however,
much more likely to be correct than a guess which runs
counter to all analogy.

The fact is, as we have seen, that firearms, although they
might theoretically have been invented independently in
Asia and Africa were in fact diffused to those continents from
Europe, and analogy suggests that the bow, though theoreti-
cally it might have been invented independently in different
places, was in fact diffused from one centre. Analogy does
not, of course, prove this; it merely makes it the most
probable line of investigation, a line which we should be
content to follow unless its improbability is demonstrated
on other grounds.

Having arrived, then, at the initial probability that the
bow was diffused from a single centre, we must consider